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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with 

reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is 

mandatory that authors should write 

his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION 

comments 

  

Minor REVISION 

comments 

 

1) In introduction, the definition of a small submodule is given. 

2) All the concepts of definitions could written italics. 

3) In introduction, line 5; It should be written “...a nonzero T...”. 

4) Proposition 2.3 in [15] is given in Lemma 1.1 as (1). 

5) Cofinitely supplemented modules are defined and an example of a 

cofinitely g-supplemented but not cofinitely supplemented is given (For 

example,  the paper: Generalizations of perfect, semiperefct and 

semiregular rings, Example 4.1). 

6) Before Example 2.9,  the Lemma ( a module with socle –free module M is 

supplemented if and only if it is g-supplemented) is given. After, the 

example 2.9 is proven. 

7) The references [2], [6], [7], [8], [9], [10], [11] are removed.  

8) Lemma 1.3 should be written.  

9) One consider the question: A module M is cofinitely g-supplemented if and 

only  if every maximal submodule has a g-supplement in M. The question 

can be answered. 

10) G-supplemented rings can be  studied. 

11) Generally, the presentation of this manuscript should be improved. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Thanks for the comments. Suggested 

corrections in comments 1,2, and 8 were 

made in the revised manuscript.  For 

comments 3, I oppose to reviewer’s 

suggestion because the case T being 

zero does not have to eliminated. 
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comments 

  

 

 


